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"Congressmen Study 
Watchdogging the QA 
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BY DAVID KRASLOW 
Time* Staff Writer 

like an old government 


It ,>eq.ds like an 
\ f script, but this time there 
may be a different ending. 

There should be. - i 

There long has been a ! 
credibility gap not only be- ' 
tween the Central Intel-! 

. ligence Agency and a i 
large number in Congress, , 
but also between the many; 
in Congress who don't 
know what the CIA is up ] 
to and the few who claim j 
they do. 

In both the House and! 
Senate there have been re-! 
peated efforts to close that j 
gap by changing the sys- j 
tern by which Congress ! 


is not em- 
ployed improperly or inef- 
. ficiently. 

j Because the CIA is so se- 
! cret, so big, so powerful — 
I and so vital — is all the 
more reason for Congress 
to take special care that it 
is going as far as it 
prudently can in auditing 
the agency. 

One Bay of Pigs catas- 
trophe in a lifetime Is one 
too many, no matter the 
number and magnitude of 
the CIA's unheralded suc- 
cesses. And that disaster is 
one that surfaced — and 


other blunders may 
buried somewhere. 


lie 


agency's activities. 

The principal sugges- 
tion through the years has 
been to establish a joint 

fil taking raises another 

b ei ! ^gWy-respectedi p 0 j n t ; there are secrets 

i Fn^ e0nAt ° m ‘ ^d there are secrets, 
ic rmergy. , x . Government officials, be- 

how a new strategy, j n g human, have a natural 
with the same ultimate ob-! proclivity to overclassify, 
jective is being tried — a In any case, those press- 

ing for closer, more formal 


proposal that the Senate! 
foreign Relations Com- 
littee investigate the! 
JIA's impact on America's ' 
oreign policy. 


[ supervision of the CIA by 
Congress are quite con- 
scious of the requirement 
! for secrecy. 

i Sen. .Eugene J. Mc- 
j, T . , ,, . Carthy (D-Minn.), a prime 

- Just because the name is mover for reform for over 
Central Intelligence Agen- a decade, told the Senate 
i cy and it lives m a world j i n 1953. 
i of spies, coups d'etat and . . As espionage and 
i who knows what else, this 1 counterespionage have be- 
| f 0GS . n .° 1 t mabe it an un-i come more p erV asive and 
I t0 li, a „ e ‘, their techniques more 

; The CIA is not the Rus- subtle, the need for secre- 
; s ' an KGB. The two do si- cy has, if anything, in- 
! milar work, but they exist creased.” 
i in different environments. But McCarthy added: 
j The CIA is — and should be "Nevertheless, I do not 
j --answerable to a society think it right that the Con- 
! of free people whose re- gress . . . should be kept 


rightfully so— despite all 

oversees the Riiner-seeret i the to P secret labels - 0ne 
.‘X t S et 8 “ et help wondering what 


CIA as an agency that 
operates in the "dark back 
alleys" of the globe.) 

The history of the Joint 
Committee on Atomic En- 
ergy provides a persuasive 
argument for adapting 
.that method of congres- 
sional oversight to the 
/CIA. , 

t For 20 years the com- 
I mittee has been privy to 
the nation's most sensitive 
atomic secrets, including 
the military aspects. Yet, 
as far as Is known, not a 
| single secret has been 
j compromised. 

! The committee operates 
: under strict, formal proce-1 
dures. The law requires it 
| to be kept "currently and J 

| ■ 

1 David, Kraslow is a mem- 
ber of The Times Washing- 
ton Bureau . 

fully informed" by the 
Atomic Energy Commis- 
sion and others on world- 
wide developments in the 
nuclear field — and it is. 

It takes testimony on a 
regular, frequent basis, 
the witnesses coming pri- 
marily from the Atomic 
Energy Commission, but 
including also the Defense 
; Department and the CIA. 
The committee is aided in- 
: valuably by a full-time 
; staff of professionals. 

! Guards, automatic door 
locks and a huge walk-ln 
safe that contains all the 
files are part of the elabor- 
ate security precautions. 
Every staff member — 
even clerks— must have a 
"Q" clearance, the highest 
in the atomic field. 


these subcommittees do is 
difficult for an outsider to 
judge. What is clear is that 
while the Joint Committee 
on Atomic Energy seems 
to have the confidence of 
all in Congress, the CIA 
subcommittees do not. 

And that lack of con- 
fidence on the part of ma- 
ny in the present method 
of overseeing the CIA rep- 
resents a nagging prob* .. 
lem of some import for the 
'agency. 

Switching to the joint A 
committee method might 
be doing the CIA a favor, 
if only because *♦ ‘ " 
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Kroslow 


silence much of the con- 
gressional agitation that 
has persisted for so long. 


What congressional su- 
pervision there is of the 
CIA is largely done by sub- 
committees of the Appro- 
priations and Armed Ser- 
vices Committees in the 
House and Senate. 

But in the context of the 
Joint Committee on Atom- 


presentatives in Congress ( ( bo largely ignorant of what ! ic Energy, these subcom- 
are charged under the ijg going on in the *back al- | mittees operate informally 

Constitution with the duty - ' — J - * 

to make certain 


massive authority oft^Rubk 



But that's not all of the 
t problem. The Approprla- 
j tions and Armed Services 
Committees have an ob- 
vious concern with CIA 
operations. Equally ob- 
vious, however, is that the 
CIA affects diplomacy and 
foreign policy. 

It would seem, In fact, 
that the Foreign Relations 
Committees logically could 
Claim priority rights. Yet 
those committees have 
been virtually shut out. 

Some have suggested 
that the Foreign Relations 
committees establish their 
own CIA subcommittees. 

If this happens, it will 
mean six CIA subcom- 
mittees in Congress, three 
in each house. 

Would not a profession- 
ally-staffed joint commit- 
tee — comprised of the 
leadership of the Foreign 
Relations, Appropriations 
and Armed Services com- 
mittees— -provide more ef- 
«nd with 
security 
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